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Special Issue on Public/Private Ventures
The images conjured up by the term "public/private ventures" are varied indeed. Perhaps part
of the reason for the variety of projects that are classified as public/private is due to the vari-
ety of ways that the words "public" and "private" can be defined. Rather than attempting to define
public/private ventures in a specific way, this issue of Carolina planning presents case studies
and articles that illustrate the diversity of the topic. For those interested in more information
and technical assistance on public/private ventures, a handy "clip and save" resource directory of
agencies and groups working on this subject is included at the end of the issue.
Several articles discuss the industrial development techniques used by planners. Public funds
are often used to provide incentives for the private sector; the results of the efforts can be
mixed. Lise Marx and Lee Steppacher use the technique of cost-benefit analysis to evaluate the
development of a North Carolina coastal industrial park. While their article focuses on the
State's efforts to attract new industry, Larry Liggett looks at the methods used to retain a major
Wilmington, Delaware company.
Efforts to revitalize downtown areas often generate considerable public interest, and attempts
to incorporate citizen input can prove both rewarding and frustrating. Since public bond issues
frequently provide a source of funding for these projects, a majority of citizens must approve of
the revitalization effort. In her article on Roanoke, Laddie Fisher describes how citizen input
was used to design a redevelopment plan that will bring people and business back downtown again.
The success of Roanoke's efforts present a contrast to the frustrations experienced by those in-
volved with the Durham Center project. Elizabeth Tornquist outlines the background of Durham Cen-
ter and presents a critical view of opportunities for citizen involvement in this public/private
venture.
Perhaps because of the ambiguity inherent in the term "public/private ventures," there is no
"correct" role for planners in the development and implementation of these projects. Rather, the
extent to which planners are involved can range from active support and assistance to few opportun-
ities for input. One planner who is actively involved in public/private partnerships is Watson
Brown of Tarboro, North Carolina; his efforts are described in an article written by Carolina plan-
ning staff members Susan Jones and Ginny Faust. But not all planners can share Brown's exuberance
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and success in this area, and two planners from the Durham Planning Department outline some of
their recent experiences with the "magic" of public/private ventures. In the process, they provide
a more critical view of the limitations planners may face when they try to participate in these
projects.
The federal mandate to make the private sector more responsible for job training will result
in new public/private partnerships. Richard de Lone and Natalie Jaffe discuss the types of pro-
grams that can be initiated by businesses in order to fulfill this mandate. In contrast, Martin
Eakes shows how local groups can generate new jobs through worker-cooperatives. Both articles
point out the need for public funds in initiating employment opportunities in the private sector.
Three authors detail how private nonprofit neighborhood-based organizations blend public and
private funds to provide public services. The Burnside Consortium and the InterFaith Council plan
and initiate new community agencies in order to provide a variety of human services. The Durham
Neighborhood Housing Services program focuses on housing rehabilitation, using government funds
combined with loans from local banks and contributions from participating homeowners. All three
groups organizations have proved remarkably successful.
The growing concern for preservation of urban and rural open space for public use is reflected
in several articles. Private individuals can assist in efforts to preserve open spaces by donating
property or rights to property; private nonprofit corporations provide the management and technical
assistance needed to make these partnerships successful. This issue presents two methods used to
preserve land: the land trust concept, described by a former Carolina planning editor, Kathy
Blaha; and the greenways concept, described by a former Raleigh Planning Department staff member,
Arthur Jackson.
Editors Note:
This April, the North Carolina Chapter of the American Planning Association will devote its
annual conference to the theme of financial and legal techniques of economic development. The
cases to be presented on the second day of the conference will describe additional recent exam-
ples of public/private ventures in the state.
Carolina planning
